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One of the most 1 looghtful political 
^Studies of recent ytucs was ^'’ hePresi- 
- dential Character'* bv James David 
rber of Duke University. The book 


lt c!i\ -i:*v jiu P resident:*: "ine 1 1 its- 
; nitons ol pow«“- # pne up slowly but 
steadily, until the temptation to reas- 
sert one’s integrity and manh<*» d bv 
some adamant stand becomes irvsist 
ible.” He instanced Wilson's demand 
for Senate ratification of. the League 
of Nations treaty without, reservations. ! 
and on Johnson’s escalation oi the j 
Vietnam war. 

Writing in 1971, Barber said “the ^ 
primary danger of the Nixon Presi- 
dency” lay in that possible rigidity. If 
“confronted with a severe threat to 
his power and sense of virtue ” Barber^ 
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larger lessons of Watergate. Dp we 
ne^d to change ^ 


should have spoken; it was up to 
Judge By me to object if the job offer 
to him v.as wrong, and >o on. 

The concern with image was strik- 
ingly demonstrated: He said he would 
use “ev p rv day * of tb** next three and 
one-half years “trying to get the peo- 
ple .rf the United Stiles to recognize” 
that in Lite end h*s Government “de- 
serves nigh marks ' Irnag A , not sub- 
stance. * nd there • • ' the ' mpt at 
distraction in the un i d claim 

that, previous Admimsiratmr s were 
“well known’ ! f » have commit red hiirg- 


tem J government?, he asked Or b 

- >e. can we avoid such dangers in, 
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Structural reform, he' rightly 
no panacea. You cannot really coniam :. 
the American President in a. neat- i 
organizational chart; you may 


him “to a roomful of knowle< 
people, but you can’t makp him 
differently as a result:” 

No, our hope must lie ultimately in 
human beings, in the chara 
I those we choose to bp our P 
| We must have someone who looks not 
outside but inside for truth, someone 
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